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peasants and workmen, with the same spirit. When the
Revolution had broken out in 1789, these pushed aside
the liberal Feuillants and the Girondins, the repre-
sentatives of the commercial middle class of the time,
who dwelt in the commercial towns, and they established
the Convention, which meant government by the masses.
Whereas the English Revolution was, first and foremost,
a struggle of the wealthy English citizens to seize power
in order to safeguard their particular economic interests,
the French Revolution was a struggle of the middle and
lower classes of the people against the feudal remnants
and fetters of the ' Ancien Regime' in order to secure
better conditions of life."
Obedient to ^the doctrine that the ideology corre-
sponds to, and is the result of, the conditions of produc-
tion, Cunow goes on to explain that, owing to the
different character of the two revolutions, the political
theories of Rousseau and other Frenchmen were im-
bued with a much more democratic spirit than that of
John Locke.
Cunow's appreciation of the two revolutions offers
a typical instance of Marxist historiography, which
founds the most hazardous speculations upon a very
superficial knowledge of a period. Nothing could be
more specious and more convenient than these general-
isations, which have no foundation whatever in facts.
Yet even these generalisations from which all details are
eliminated, are full of mistakes, and the real course of
events is grossly misrepresented.
The first false statement which strikes us in Cunow's
sentences is that on Feudalism in England. A Feudal
System similar to that existing on the European con-
tinent, especially in France and Germany, never existed
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